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Sir; 

In accordance with the provisions of 37 C.F.R. § 41 .41 , Appellant respectfully submits 
this Reply Brief in response to the Examiner's Answer dated October 4, 2006. Entry of this 
Reply Brief is respectfully requested. 
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STATUS OF CLAIIVIS 
Claims 1, 2, 6-8 and 10-14 are pending, of which claims 11-14 are withdrawn from 
consideration as being directed to a non-elected invention. 

Claims 1, 2, 6-8 and 10 stand rejected and are the basis of this Appeal. 
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GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

A. Ciaims 1, 2, 6, 1, 8 and 10 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, 
as allegedly failing to comply with the written description requirement. 

B. Claims 1 , 2, 6, 7, 8 and 1 0 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 112, second 
paragraph, as allegedly being indefinite. 

C. Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 8 and 10 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over U,S. Patent No. 4,948,774 or U.S. Patent No. 5,026,61 1 to Usui (i.e., 
Usui '774 or Usui '61 1) in view of JP 08-141413 to Shimada ("Shimada") and U.S. Patent No. 
4,248,186 to Nonnenmann et al. ("Nonnenmann"). 
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ARGUMENT 

The Examiner's arguments, in the October 4, 2006 Examiner's Answer, are similar to 
iEirguments previously presented in the October 1 9, 2005 Final Office Action. Accordingly, 
Appellant stands by the arguments presented in the April 3 , 2006 Appeal Brief, 

Appellant provides the following comments, however, in regard to the Examiner's 
statement in item (2) on page 9 of the Examiner' s Answer. In particular, the Examiner refers to 
Appellant's arguments with regard to the fine recesses 7 of Usui ' 611. Appellant argued, on 
page 13 of the Appeal Brief, that Usui '611 specifically recites that the molten brazing material 
is to penetrate, "uniformly over the entire areas of contact between the metal casing 6 and the 
honeyeomfa core structure 2 by capillary of the fine recesses 7, thereby joining these two 
members reliably" (col. 6, lines 36-41 of Usui '61 1) (emphasis added). On page 9 of the 
Examiner's Answer, tiie Examiner responds to this statement by maintaining that the grooves 7 
of Usui are used to retain all brazing material 8 when melted and to prevent melted brazing 
material from flowing out of the carrier. Based on such statement, it appears that the Examiner 
is attempting to maintain thai when melted, the brazing material 8 does not flow out of the 
grooves 7. 

As support for the Examiner's position, the Examiner refers to column 5, lines 12-18 of 
Usui ' 6 1 1 . The cited portion of Usui ' 6 11 , however, fails to disci ose that the grooves 7 hold all 
melted brazing material 8. Rather, the cited portion merely discloses, for example, that, "tiie fine 
recesses 7 may be formed on the inner wall of the casing 6 over its entire area in a variety of 
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patterns shown in FIGS. 3 through 10." Therefore, the cited portion is merely directed towards 
the patterns formed by the grooves 7. There is no teaching or suggestion that "all" melted 
brazing materia is retained in the grooves 7 (i.e., does not flow out of the grooves), as 
maintEuned by the Examiner. Rather, the molten brazing material will penetrate the entire areas 
of contact betv\?een the metal casing 6 and the honeycomb structure 2. Thus, Appellant stands by 
the arguments previously presented in the Appeal Brief, 



For the above reasons as well as the reasons set forth in Appeal Brief, Appellant 
respectfully requests that the Board reverse the Examiner's rejections of ail claims on Appeal. 
An early and favorable decision on the merits of this Appeal is respectfully requested. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 
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